(TU Wien), Gusshausstraße, Vienna, Austria, was the founding Editor-in-Chief (EiC) of Remote Sensing. He did an outstanding job and as we saw Remote Sensing evolve, much of the credit must go to Dr. Wagner for maintaining the highest of standards. It was, however, very unfortunate that he resigned as EiC, taking moral responsibility for publishing a controversial article on climate issue (http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/science-environment-14768574; [2] ). Even though many editorial team members felt that the resignation was unnecessary, we had to respect Dr. Wagner's decision. Thank you, Dr. Wagner, for your outstanding service to the remote sensing community.
We are at a stage in the journal's short history, where we are actively seeking to have Remote Sensing recognized by Web of Science. Indeed, our goal is even beyond this: with a vision to become one of the best remote sensing journals in the world with a high impact factor. This is an ambitious goal which requires a lot of hard work and commitment to move forward, but it is a "doable" vision. This challenge was one of the reasons that I accepted the offer to become the Editor-in-Chief (EiC) for Remote Sensing. The other reasons were: my passion for remote sensing science and my wish to serve the remote sensing community in which I belong.
Our goal in Remote Sensing, looking ahead, will be to publish high quality papers that are based on solid data, in-depth analysis, sound methods, rigorous investigation and creative ideas. Further, that papers are of course well written. The reviewing and publishing process is quite a daunting job. We are all busy people and publishing is a self-rewarding voluntary effort where each of us takes pride in our service to the community that serves us! So, I request active, committed, and intense participation of: (a) editorial team members; (b) reviewers; and (c) authors.
First, I expect the editorial team members to remain active and provide solid support in the review-evaluation-decision making process. As an EiC, I would like to make final call on all articles published in Remote Sensing to ensure quality, consistency, and fairness. However, I do not claim to be an expert on everything. Indeed, I want to base my decisions on: (a) reviewers comments; and (b) highly valued advice of the editorial team. There will certainly be papers requiring different expertise that we may ask one of the Editorial Team Members to make a final call.
Second, the role of reviewers is very important. Reviewing is sadly a thankless job. But, by doing a good and honest review you make an immense (even if, often, unrecognized!) contribution to the community. If you want fair, quick, helpful reviews of your own papers (which, I am sure, all of us expect), try and become a great reviewer. As any editor of a journal will tell you, there are many times you hear a researcher/scientist tell the editor that he or she does not have time to review a paper. However, at the same time if his or her paper is in review, they will remind you now and then on the status of their paper and many times grumble and complain about the delays. You earn that right to complain, ONLY if you yourself review several (at least one paper a month must be mandatory for all researchers in their evaluations, in my opinion!!) papers a year in a timely manner and in all sincerity. Indeed, when I see excellent reviews, I more or less go with the reviewer recommendation when clicking accept or reject. It is only when reviews are below standard (or when a reviewer has not taken the time to review a paper properly), that there is a need for additional reviews and greater involvement from my editorial team colleagues' and/or myself. Of course turning down reviews is justified in a few instances such as if you have: (i) reviewed at least one paper a month; (ii) the subject is not your area of expertise (in such cases you can still help by recommending someone else); and (iii) health or other personal reasons that are unavoidable.
